, along with an identification of the faunal elements found at the respective localities (Fig. 1) . Some of the material has been described in greater detail, such as thalattosaur caudal vertebrae, nothosaur ("Paranothosaurus") vertebrae, and a tooth-bearing palatine fragment of a cyamodontoid placodont (Dalla Vecchia, 1993) . Other material has remained undescribed and forms the basis of the present study.
The occurrences of Sauropterygia and other marine reptiles in the Alpine Triassic range from the early Anisian (Sirna et al., 1994; Rieppel & Hagdorn, 1997) to the Rhaetian (Pinna, 1990 (Rieppel, 1999a) . Given the paleobiogeographic reconstruction of the late Anisian western Tethyan realm by Marcoux et al. (1993) and the phylogenetic relationships of the Sauropterygia (Rieppel, 1997 (Rieppel, , 1998a Rieppel and Hagdorn (1997) Rieppel & Lin, 1995; Rieppel, 1998a Rieppel, , 1999b Farabegoli et al., 1984) and is attributed to the Dont Formation (Carulli et al., 1987 (Repossi, 1902 (Callaway & Massare, 1989; , with five species currently recognized.
These are Mixosaurus atavus (Quenstedt, 1852) , from the lower Muschelkalk of southern Germany; Mixosaurus cornalianus (Bassani, 1886) (Fig. 4) (Sander, 1997) , although McGowan (1994) (Sander, 1989 (Merriam, 1908) .
Along with the centrum mfsn 19390, the block yielded half of a second vertebral centrum (mfsn 19389, Fig. 8 ), an isolated neural spine (mfsn 19388, Fig. 9 A-C), and the proximal part of a rib (mfsn 19387, Fig. 9D-E), as well as two rib fragments. These bones were not in articulation, but were preserved in association and probably (Merriam, 1902) rather than that of Cymbospondylus (Sander, 1997) .
Although the rib articulation may not be sufficient grounds on which to identify genera of shastasauriform ichthyosaurs, an anteriorly curving diapophysis is present in Cymbospondylus (Merriam, 1908) , but absent in all other representatives of this clade. The latter include the genera Shastasaurus Merriam, 1895, and Shonisaurus Camp, 1976. Of these, Shastasaurus is known from the Germanic Muschelkalk (upper Anisian: Sander, 1997) and from the upper Ladinian (or Carnian) of the eastern Alps (Huene, 1925 ; see also McGowan, 1994 The specimen is a slightly crushed but otherwise well-preserved palatine tooth plate of Placodus ( Fig. 1 1 A) (Fig. 11B) . Its size and shape are characteristic of the posterior palatine tooth plate of Placodus (Rieppel, 1995a (Haas, 1975) , but whereas cyamodontoid placodonts are well known from both these latter localities, none of the material is diagnostic for the genus Placodus. Placodont remains have been reported (but not described) from the Anisian and early Ladinian of the eastern Alps (Furrer et al., 1992) (Braga et al., 1971 (Fig. 12) .
As preserved, the total width of the specimen is 94.1 mm and its maximum height is 34.5 mm.
The distinct pedicels of the neural arch define the neural canal, which is 9.6 mm wide and 14.0 mm high. Weathering has obscured all details of the intervertebral articulation. Comparable dorsal neural arches are known for Cyamodus (Pinna, 1992; Rieppel, 1995b, Fig. 4 A skull and other placodont remains from the same horizon and locality have been described and identified as Placochelys placodonta (Pinna & Zucchi Stolfa, 1979 ; see also Zucchi Stolfa, 1975 (Jaekel, 1907) . They most likely represent the same taxon as the skull described by Pinna and Zucchi Stolfa (1979) The contours of the carapace are oblong, with a distinctly concave nuchal region (Fig. 14) (Jaekel, 1907 (Fig. 18) The partial skull mfsn 19288 closely resembles the specimen mfsn 19866 described above, except for its larger size (Fig. 22) . The maximum length 47.9 mm. Distortion renders it difficult to judge the degree of dorsomedial inclination of the articular surfaces on the prezygapophyses, but they appear to be inclined to a lesser degree than the prezygapophyses in a more posterior dorsal vertebra (mfsn 16850, described below). The transverse processes extend along the entire height of the pedicels, as is characteristic of "Paranothosaurus" (Peyer, 1939 (Rieppel & Wild, 1996) . "Paranothosaurus" was distinguished from Nothosaurus not only by its larger size but also by the low neural spines on the dorsal vertebrae and by the stout transverse processes of the dorsal vertebrae extending over the entire height of the neural arch pedicels (Peyer, 1939 Rieppel and Wild (1996) . This identification, in addition to the observation (Dalla Vecchia, 1993) that three dimensionally preserved vertebrae from Fusea indicate the presence of a large nothosaur with low neural spines in the Alpine Triassic, led to the conclusion that the genus Paranothosaurus Peyer, 1939 , has to be treated as a subjective junior synonym of Nothosaurus (Rieppel & Wild, 1996 Renesto, 1990; Furrer, 1995 (Rieppel, 1998b (Rieppel, 1996, Fig. 6 Literature Cited
